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The applicant is a native and citizen of Venezuela who filed this application for adjustment of status to that of
a lawful permanent resident under section 1 of the Cuban Adjustment Act (CAA) of November 2, 1966. The

CAA provides, in part:

[TThe status of any alien who is a native or citizen of Cuba and who has been inspected and
admitted or paroled into the United States subsequent to January 1, 1959 and has been

alien in the United States.

The District Director determined that the applicant did not qualify for adjustment of status as the spouse of a
native or citizen of Cuba, pursuant to section 1 of the CAA, because her Spouse entered the United States without
inspection and was not paroled or admitted as a nonimmigrant. The District Director, therefore, denied the
application. See District Director’s Decision dated February 8, 2005.

On notice of certification, the applicant was offered an opportunity to submit evidence in opposition to the
Director’s findings. No additional evidence has been entered into the record.

The record reflects that on December 12, 1997, in Maracaibo, Venezuela, the applicant marrie_
d a native and citizen of Cuba. Based on that marriage, on April 30, 2004, the applicant filed

for adjustment of statug under section 1 of the CAA.

In the present case, the applicant's Spouse was not inspected and admitted as a nonimmigrant or paroled into
the United States. The applicant’s spouse’s application was denied because it was determined that he entered
the United States without inspection. Therefore, the benefits of section 1 of the CAA are not available to the
applicant,



affirmed.

ORDER:

The District Director's decision is affirmed.



